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The jurisdiction of state courts is generally limited in scope to the territorial limits of the state, subject to 
constitutional principles. 


Subject to the requirements of the Full Faith and Credit Clause of the United States Constitution l and the potential 
extra-territorial reach of state courts over nonresidents within the limitations of the Due Process Clause of the 


United States Constitution, 2 the scope of the jurisdiction of state courts is generally defined by the territorial 
limits of the state, 3 ending at the state line, 4 and the territorial jurisdiction ofa court generally refers to its ability 
to act in a specified geographical area. > In this sense, a court's jurisdiction means the territory within which the 


: s 6 
court's power is or can be exercised. 


A court's territorial jurisdiction may be defined by statute, apart from the potential limits of state court jurisdiction 


under the Federal Constitution. 7 


Territorial jurisdiction has been described as synonymous with venue, being the court's authority over persons, 
things, or occurrences located in a defined geographic area. 3 Beyond the limits of courts' territorial jurisdictional 
their attempts to exercise authority are generally without force, ? and state court's attempt to exercise authority 


beyond the limits of the state territory constitutes an illegitimate assumption of power. 10 


WESTLAW 


§ 79. Territorial or geographical limits of jurisdiction, 21 C.J.S. Courts § 79 


The power of a state court to determine the effect of a state court judgment is limited solely to the authority to 


prescribe the effects of that judgment in its own state. 1 


Although courts cannot by their judgments or mandates directly affect property outside their territorial 
jurisdiction, 12 the court may indirectly affect title or possessory rights to property located in another state through 
its power over individuals under the court's jurisdiction, 13 such as a decree for specific performance of a judicially 


created obligation to convey real property situated in another state, 14 or decree requiring a conveyance of real 
estate in another state as part of the court's entry of a judgment of marital dissolution between parties over whom 


the court has personal jurisdiction. 13 


There is authority that a state court's territorial jurisdiction is not an aspect of its subject matter jurisdiction and 


is subject to waiver although there is contrary authority. 19 


CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT 
Cases: 


Restrictions on personal jurisdiction are more than a guarantee of immunity from inconvenient or distant litigation; 


they are a consequence of territorial limitations on the power of the respective states. Pä Bristol-Myers Squibb 
Co. v. Superior Court of California, San Francisco County, 137 S. Ct. 1773 (2017). 
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As to personal jurisdiction, generally, see §§ 44 to 64. 
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